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TXD29–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex.  As the commentor points out, and as indicated in Chapter 4
of Volume I, impacts of operating the pit conversion facility on health, safety,
and the environment at Pantex would likely be minor.  Decisions on the
surplus plutonium disposition at Pantex will be based on such environmental
analyses, as well as technical and cost reports, national policy and
nonproliferation considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its
decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium
disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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TXD28

AMARILLO
HONORABLE  ROBERT KEYS
PAGE 1 OF 2

1

TXD28–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
and MOX facilities at Pantex.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses,
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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1

TXD28–2 DOE Policy

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s concern regarding safe transport of
weapons-usable plutonium.  In order to address security against
terrorist-related incidents, all intersite shipments of plutonium for the
surplus plutonium disposition program would be made using DOE’s 
SST/SGT system.  This involves having couriers that are armed Federal
officers, an armored tractor to protect the crew from attack, and specially
designed escort vehicles containing advanced communications and additional
couriers.  The transportation of special nuclear materials is the subject of
detailed planning with DOE’s Transportation Safeguards Division.  The dates
and times that specific transportation routes would be used for special nuclear
materials are classified information; however, the number of shipments
that would be required, by location, has been included in Appendix L of this
SPD EIS.  Additional details are provided in Fissile Materials Disposition
Program SST/SGT Transportation Estimation (SAND98-8244,
June 1998), which is available on the MD Web site at http://www.doe-md.com.
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TXD02–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program
at Pantex will be based on such environmental analyses, as well as technical
and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and
public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and
approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.

TXD02–2 Alternatives

As indicated in the revised Section 1.6, SRS is preferred for the pit
conversion facility because the site has extensive experience with plutonium
processing, and the pit conversion facility complements existing missions
and takes advantage of existing infrastructure.

TXD02–3 Transportation

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s concern for the security of offsite
shipment of pits.  As indicated in Section 2.18, no traffic fatalities from
nonradiological accidents or LCFs from radiological exposures or vehicle
emissions are expected.  Transportation would be required for both the
immobilization and MOX approaches to surplus plutonium disposition.
Transportation of special nuclear materials, including fresh MOX fuel, would
use DOE’s SST/SGT system.  Since the establishment of the DOE
Transportation Safeguards Division in 1975, the SST/SGT system has
transported DOE-owned cargo over more than 151 million km
(94 million mi) with no accidents causing a fatality or release of radioactive
material.  The transportation requirements for the surplus plutonium
disposition program are also evaluated in this SPD EIS.  Section 2.4.4.1
discusses safety measures taken for shipment of pits.
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TXD37

AMARILLO
HONORABLE  KEL SELIGER
PAGE 1 OF 4

1

TXD37–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support of Pantex.  Decisions on the
surplus plutonium disposition program at Pantex will be based on
environmental analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and
nonproliferation considerations, and public input.
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TXD37–2 Transportation

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
and MOX facilities at Pantex. Because this comment relates directly to the
cost analysis report, it has been forwarded to the cost analysis team for
consideration.  The Plutonium Disposition Life-Cycle Costs and
Cost-Related Comment Resolution Document (DOE/MD-0013,
November 1999), which covers recent life-cycle cost analyses associated
with the preferred alternative, is available on the MD Web site at
http://www.doe-md.com and in the public reading rooms at the following
locations: Hanford, INEEL, Pantex, SRS and Washington, D.C.

The transportation requirements for the surplus plutonium disposition
program are evaluated in this SPD EIS.  If the pit conversion facility were
located at Pantex (Alternative 5), the risks from transportation-related
radiological exposures would be an estimated 7.8x10-2 LCF, and from traffic
accidents (non-radiological), an estimated 5.2x10-2 fatality.  For
comparison, if the pit conversion facility was located at SRS (Alternative 3),
the risks would be slightly higher, 8.0x10-2 LCF and 5.6x10-2 fatality,
respectively.  Transportation impacts are summarized in Chapter 4 of Volume I
and Appendix L.  As indicated in Section 2.18, no traffic fatalities from
nonradiological accidents or LCFs from radiological exposures or vehicle
emissions are expected.

TXD37–3 Alternatives

This comment is addressed in response TXD37–1.
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TXD37

TXD37–4 DOE Policy

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s concern for environmental issues
related to surplus plutonium disposition.  Cleanup at SRS is a priority and
will remain a priority, and can coexist with other DOE initiatives.  Although
the surplus plutonium disposition program is also considered a top priority,
it would be conducted in such a way that any additional waste would be
processed and disposed of in a timely and environmentally
acceptable manner.

TXD37–5 Alternatives

This comment is addressed in response TXD37–1.

TXD37–6 Transportation

This SPD EIS analyzes the risk involved in transporting weapons-usable
plutonium between DOE sites for processing.  Transportation would be
required for both the immobilization and MOX approaches to surplus
plutonium disposition.  Transportation of special nuclear materials, including
fresh MOX fuel, would use DOE’s SST/SGT system.  Since the
establishment of the DOE Transportation Safeguards Division in 1975, the
SST/SGT system has transported DOE-owned cargo over more than
151 million km (94 million mi) with no accidents causing a fatality or
release of radioactive material.  As discussed in Appendix L.3.2, key
characteristics of the SST/SGT system include, but are not limited to,
couriers who are armed Federal officers, specially designed escort vehicles,
24-hour real-time monitoring, and stringent maintenance standards.
Appendix L.6.5 discusses sabotage or terrorist attack during transportation.
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TXD37–7 Alternatives

This comment is addressed in response TXD37–1.
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AMARILLO
HONORABLE  TRENT SISEMORE
PAGE 1 OF 2

1

TXD27–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
and MOX facilities at Pantex.  Although cost will be a factor in the
decisionmaking process, this SPD EIS contains environmental impact data
and does not address the costs associated with the various alternatives.  A
separate cost report, Cost Analysis in Support of Site Selection for Surplus
Weapons-Usable Plutonium Disposition (DOE/MD-0009, July 1998),
which analyzes the site-specific cost estimates for each alternative, was
made available around the same time as the SPD Draft EIS.  This report and
the Plutonium Disposition Life-Cycle Costs and Cost-Related Comment
Resolution Document (DOE/MD-0013, November 1999), which covers
recent life-cycle cost analyses associated with the preferred alternative,
are available on the MD Web site at http://www.doe-md.com and in the
public reading rooms at the following locations: Hanford, INEEL, Pantex,
SRS and Washington, D.C.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition
program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses, technical and
cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and
public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and
approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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3

TXD27–2 DOE Policy

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for the hybrid approach.
Pursuing both immobilization and MOX fuel fabrication provides the United
States important insurance against potential disadvantages of implementing
either approach by itself.  The hybrid approach also provides the best
opportunity for U.S. leadership in working with Russia to implement similar
options for reducing Russia’s excess plutonium in parallel.  Further, it sends
the strongest possible signal to the world of U.S. determination to reduce
stockpiles of surplus plutonium as quickly as possible and in a manner that
would make it technically difficult to use the plutonium in nuclear weapons
again.  The U.S. Congress is supportive of DOE’s efforts to implement
U.S. nonproliferation policy.

TXD27–3 Alternatives

As indicated in the revised Section 1.6, SRS is preferred for the proposed
surplus plutonium disposition facilities because the site has extensive
experience with plutonium processing, and these facilities complement
existing missions and take advantage of existing infrastructure.
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PAGE 1 OF 1

1

TXD51–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex.  Analyses in Chapter 4 of Volume I indicate that impacts
of operating the pit conversion facility on health, safety, and the environment
at Pantex would likely be minor.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses
(including analyses of transportation risks), technical and cost reports,
national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input.  DOE
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplus
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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DAVID  WILKS  ET AL .
PAGE 1 OF 1
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TXD50–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentors’ support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex.  Analyses in Chapter 4 of Volume I indicate that impacts
of operating the pit conversion facility on health, safety, and the environment
at Pantex would likely be minor.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses
(including analyses of transportation risks), technical and cost reports,
national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input.  DOE
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplus
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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TXD38

AMARILLO  COLLEGE
M. K AREN RUDDY
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

TXD38–1 General SPD EIS and NEPA Process

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for DOE’s efforts in coming to
fair and well-reasoned decisions regarding surplus plutonium disposition.
Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program will be based on
environmental analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and
nonproliferation considerations, and public input.
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FD151

AMARILLO  COLLEGE
M. K AREN RUDDY
PAGE 1 OF 2

1

FD151–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support of DOE and its surplus
plutonium disposition program.
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FD151

AMARILLO  COLLEGE
M. K AREN RUDDY
PAGE 2 OF 2

1

2

FD151–2 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support of expanded missions at Pantex.
Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program at Pantex will be
based on environmental analyses (including analyses of transportation risks),
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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TXD53

AMARILLO  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT  CORPORATION
DEBRA BALLOU
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

2

TXD53–1 Other

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support of expanded missions at Pantex.
Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program at Pantex will be
based on environmental analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy
and nonproliferation considerations, and public input.

TXD53–2 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
and MOX facilities at Pantex.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses,
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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AMARILLO  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT  CORPORATION
MICHAEL  R. BOURN
PAGE 1 OF 2

1

TXD30–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
and MOX facilities at Pantex.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses,
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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TXD30

AMARILLO  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT  CORPORATION
MICHAEL  R. BOURN
PAGE 2 OF 2

2

TXD30–2 DOE Policy

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s concern over potential controversy
surrounding MOX fuel fabrication.  The goal of the surplus plutonium
disposition program is to reduce the threat of nuclear weapons proliferation
worldwide by conducting disposition of surplus plutonium in the United
States in an environmentally safe and timely manner.  Converting the surplus
plutonium into MOX fuel and using it in domestic, commercial reactors is
an effective way to accomplish this.

Further, selection of the disposition technology (immobilization or MOX
approach) should not impact the pace of pit declassification.  Pit
declassification would likely depend on the agreements reached with Russia.
In late July 1998, Vice President Gore and Russian Prime Minister Sergei
Kiriyenko signed a 5-year agreement to provide the scientific and technical
basis for decisions concerning how surplus plutonium will be managed.
This agreement enables the two countries to explore mutually acceptable
strategies for safeguarding and dispositioning surplus plutonium.

As indicated in the revised Section 1.6, SRS is preferred for the proposed
surplus plutonium disposition facilities because the site has extensive
experience with plutonium processing, and these facilities complement
existing missions and take advantage of existing infrastructure.
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TXD31

AMARILLO  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT  CORPORATION
GILBERT  GUZMAN
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

TXD31–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
and MOX facilities at Pantex.  Analyses in Chapter 4 of Volume I indicate
that impacts of operating these facilities on health, safety, and the
environment at Pantex would likely be minor.  Decisions on the surplus
plutonium disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental
analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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TXD33

AMARILLO  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT  CORPORATION
GLENN MCMENNAMY
PAGE 1 OF 2

1

TXD33–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the proposed surplus
plutonium disposition facilities at Pantex, as well as the observations
regarding broad political and community support.  Decisions on the surplus
plutonium disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental
analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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PAGE 2 OF 2
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TXD32

AMARILLO  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT  CORPORATION
GEORGE RAFFKIND
PAGE 1 OF 2

1

TXD32–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
and MOX facilities at Pantex.  Analyses in Chapter 4 of Volume I indicate
that impacts of operating these facilities on health, safety, and the
environment at Pantex would likely be minor.  Decisions on the surplus
plutonium disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental
analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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AMARILLO  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT  CORPORATION
GEORGE RAFFKIND
PAGE 2 OF 2
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TXD54

AMARILLO  GLOBE-NEWS
GARET VON NETZER
PAGE 1 OF 3

1

TXD54–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program
at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses, technical and cost reports,
national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input.  DOE
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplus
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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TXD54

AMARILLO  GLOBE-NEWS
GARET VON NETZER
PAGE 2 OF 3
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AMARILLO  GLOBE-NEWS
GARET VON NETZER
PAGE 3 OF 3
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TXD36

AMARILLO  HISPANIC CHAMBER  OF COMMERCE
GILBERT  GUZMAN  ET AL .
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

TXD36–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentors’ support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex.  Analyses in Chapter 4 of Volume I indicate that impacts
of operating the pit conversion facility on health, safety, and the environment
at Pantex would likely be minor.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses,
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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TXD43

AMARILLO  NATIONAL  RESOURCE CENTER FOR PLUTONIUM
RICHARD  HARTLEY
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

TXD43–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the findings of the ANRCP’s study in support of pit
disassembly and conversion and MOX fuel fabrication at Pantex.  Decisions
on the surplus plutonium disposition program at Pantex will be based on
environmental analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and
nonproliferation considerations, and public input.
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TXD48

AMARILLO  NATIONAL  RESOURCE CENTER FOR PLUTONIUM
K. L. PEDDICORD
PAGE 1 OF 2

1

TXD48–1 Nonproliferation

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex.  Once the United States and Russia complete an agreement
providing the basis for exchanging classified nuclear information, the
procedures to be used for inspection of pits in storage could potentially be
adapted to contribute to bilateral monitoring of the pit conversion facility.
International monitoring and inspection of the unclassified plutonium would
also allow the United States and Russia to demonstrate to each other and to
the international community that disposition was being carried out under
stringent nonproliferation controls, and that the excess plutonium was not
being diverted for reuse in weapons.  Accommodation for international
inspection of the unclassified material was incorporated in the design of
the pit conversion facility, as shown in Figure 2–7.  The MOX facility would
be a separate function and would only process unclassified materials.
Accommodation for international inspection was incorporated in the design
of the facility, as shown in Figure 2–14.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses,
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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TXD48

AMARILLO  NATIONAL  RESOURCE CENTER FOR PLUTONIUM
K. L. PEDDICORD
PAGE 2 OF 2

1
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MD175

AMARILLO  NATIONAL  RESOURCE CENTER FOR PLUTONIUM
ANGELA  L. WOODS
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

MD175–1 Transportation

DOE appreciates publication of the referenced report by ANRCP.
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FD110

ANDREW, MICHAEL
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

FD110–1 Other

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex.  DOE is working diligently to correct the Y2K problems in all
of its computer systems and will not operate any facilities subject to such
problems.  Construction of the pit conversion facility is scheduled to begin
in 2001, and operations are scheduled to begin in 2004; therefore, the computer
systems for the new facilities would not be affected by the Y2K problem.

As indicated in the revised Section 1.6, SRS is preferred for the proposed
facilities because the site has extensive experience with plutonium
processing, and these facilities complement existing missions and take
advantage of existing infrastructure.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses,
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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CD1328

ANONYMOUS
PAGE 1 OF 2

1

2

3

4

5

CD1328–1 Alternatives

Sections 4.17 and 4.26.3 describe the potential effects of the maximum impact
alternative on air quality, water resources, and soil.  These analyses indicate
that the impacts of construction and normal operation of the pit conversion
and MOX facilities on air, water, and soil at Pantex would likely be minor.

CD1328–2 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses,
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.

CD1328–3 DOE Policy

The goal of the surplus plutonium disposition program is to reduce the
threat of nuclear weapons proliferation worldwide by conducting disposition
of surplus plutonium in the United States in an environmentally safe and
timely manner.  DOE is committed to public and worker safety during the
construction, operation, and deactivation of the proposed surplus plutonium
disposition facilities, and would implement appropriate controls and
procedures to ensure compliance with all applicable Federal, State, and
local laws, rules, regulations, and requirements.

CD1328–4 MOX Approach

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to the MOX approach to
surplus plutonium disposition.  Pursuing both immobilization and MOX
fuel fabrication provides the United States important insurance against
potential disadvantages of implementing either approach by itself.  The hybrid
approach also provides the best opportunity for U.S. leadership in working
with Russia to implement similar options for reducing Russia’s excess
plutonium in parallel.  Further, it sends the strongest possible signal to the
world of U.S. determination to reduce stockpiles of surplus plutonium as
quickly as possible and in a manner that would make it technically difficult to
use the plutonium in nuclear weapons again.
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ANONYMOUS
PAGE 2 OF 2

CD1328–5 Cost

DOE conducted a competitive procurement process to acquire MOX fuel
fabrication and irradiation services. The selected team, DCS, would design,
request a license, construct, operate, and deactivate the MOX facility as
well as irradiate the MOX fuel in domestic, commercial reactors.  However,
these activities are subject to the completion of the NEPA process.

Although cost will be a factor in the decisionmaking process, this SPD EIS
contains environmental impact data and does not address the costs associated
with the various alternatives.  A separate cost report, Cost Analysis in
Support of Site Selection for Surplus Weapons-Usable Plutonium
Disposition (DOE/MD-0009, July 1998), which analyzes the site-specific
cost estimates for each alternative, was made available around the same
time as the SPD Draft EIS.  This report and the Plutonium Disposition
Life-Cycle Costs and Cost-Related Comment Resolution Document
(DOE/MD-0013, November 1999), which covers recent life-cycle cost analyses
associated with the preferred alternative, are available on the MD Web site
at http://www.doe-md.com and in the public reading rooms at the following
locations: Hanford, INEEL, Pantex, SRS and Washington, D.C.



C
o

m
m

e
n

t D
o

cu
m

e
n

ts a
n

d
 R

e
sp

o
n

se
s—

Texa
s

3
–

7
4

9

Yes, I think that the petroleum, the whatever it is, should be
located at Pantex.  Thank you.

PD013

ANONYMOUS
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

PD013–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses,
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.
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PD019

ANONYMOUS
PAGE 1 OF 1

Yes, I think they need to get rid of Pantex.  It’s bad for our
crops and bad for our drinking water.  Thanks.

1

PD019–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to the continued operation
of the Pantex Plant.  It is inferred that this would include opposition to
siting any of the proposed surplus plutonium disposition facilities at Pantex.
The Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Continued Operation
of the Pantex Plant and Associated Storage of Nuclear Weapon
Components (DOE/EIS-0225, November 1996) was one of many
references used during the development of this SPD EIS.  Based on the
information, analysis, and public comment contained in that EIS, DOE issued
a ROD for the continued operation of Pantex.  That EIS concluded that the
continued operation of Pantex would have either minor or no impacts on
the surrounding environment.
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ANONYMOUS
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

PD020

Yes, I just wanted to give my input on the deal that’s going on
about Pantex.  And I’m all for it.

PD020–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses,
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.



S
u

rp
lu

s P
lu

to
n

iu
m

 D
isp

o
sitio

n
 F

in
a

l E
nviro

n
m

e
n

ta
l Im

p
a

ct S
ta

te
m

e
n

t

3
–

7
5

2

PD026

ANONYMOUS
PAGE 1 OF 1

I want to voice my opinion against Pantex.  I think it is a
dump about ready to explode and I think it is a hazard for the
people that live in this area, not only for the people but for
the cattle and the land.  I think it needs to go, the sooner the
better.

1

PD026–1 Other

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to Pantex.  The Final
Environmental Impact Statement for the Continued Operation of the
Pantex Plant and Associated Storage of Nuclear Weapon Components
(DOE/EIS-0225, November 1996) was one of many references used during
the development of this SPD EIS.  That EIS concluded that the continued
operation of Pantex would have either minor or no impacts on the
surrounding environment.  Based on the analysis and related public comment,
DOE issued a ROD for the continued operation of Pantex.
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PD028

ANONYMOUS
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

Yes, I am an Amarillo resident since 1926 and I want to
express my support for the Pantex and everything it has done
and been in Amarillo.  It has the best safety record of any
company that’s ever been here.  I’ve toured the plant and
enjoyed getting to see what we’ve heard about for many, many
years.  I also want to support the use of Amarillo facilities to
do the plutonium research and the, something about making
the MOX, what ever it is, the dissassembly that doesn’t make
sense to ship it all across the country when it’s already here,
and you just have my family, all of us, our support and we’re
proud of you.  Thank you for being here.

PD028–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the proposed surplus
plutonium disposition facilities at Pantex.  Decisions on the surplus
plutonium disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental
analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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TXD25

BAKER , ROBERT D.
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

TXD25–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
and MOX facilities at Pantex.  Potential impacts from intrasite transfer of
pits would likely be minor if Pantex were chosen as the site for pit
disassembly and conversion because pits are currently stored there.
However, potential impacts from transportation of plutonium dioxide
between the MOX and pit conversion facilities would be minimized if SRS
were chosen because SRS is the preferred location for both facilities.
Transportation impacts are summarized in Chapter 4 of Volume I and
Appendix L.  As indicated in Section 2.18, no traffic fatalities from
nonradiological accidents or LCFs from radiological exposures or vehicle
emissions are expected.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition
program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses (including
analyses of transportation risks), technical and cost reports, national policy
and nonproliferation considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce
its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium
disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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TXD06

BATTELLE  PACIFIC  NORTHWEST NATIONAL  LABORATORY
KIMBERLY  BAKER
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

TXD06–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program
at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses (including analyses of
human health risks to the public and workers), technical and cost reports,
national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input.  DOE
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplus
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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FD312

BENZINGER, DANIELLE
PAGE 1 OF 2

1

FD312–1 MOX Approach

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to the MOX approach to
surplus plutonium disposition.  While it is true MOX fuel has not been
produced or used commercially in the U.S., it has been produced and used
in Western Europe.  MOX fuel fabrication is not a new technology.  This
experience would be used for disposition of the U.S. surplus plutonium.
Pursuing both immobilization and MOX fuel fabrication provides the United
States important insurance against potential disadvantages of implementing
either approach by itself.  The hybrid approach also provides the best
opportunity for U.S. leadership in working with Russia to implement similar
options for reducing Russia’s excess plutonium in parallel.  Further, it sends
the strongest possible signal to the world of U.S. determination to reduce
stockpiles of surplus plutonium as quickly as possible and in a manner that
would make it technically difficult to use the plutonium in nuclear
weapons again.

Any difference between the cost of the hybrid approach and that of the
immobilization-only approach would be marginal.  Although cost will be a
factor in the decisionmaking process, this SPD EIS contains environmental
impact data and does not address the costs associated with the various
alternatives.  A separate cost report, Cost Analysis in Support of Site
Selection for Surplus Weapons-Usable Plutonium Disposition
(DOE/MD-0009, July 1998), which analyzes the site-specific cost estimates
for each alternative, was made available around the same time as the SPD
Draft EIS.  This report and the Plutonium Disposition Life-Cycle Costs and
Cost-Related Comment Resolution Document (DOE/MD-0013,
November 1999), which covers recent life-cycle cost analyses associated
with the preferred alternative, are available on the MD Web site at
http://www.doe-md.com and in the public reading rooms at the following
locations: Hanford, INEEL, Pantex, SRS and Washington, D.C.
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FD312

BENZINGER, DANIELLE
PAGE 2 OF 2
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PD027

BUCKENAL , GEORGE
PAGE 1 OF 1

Yes, this is George Buckenal, and I live in Amarillo.  It’s 3:00
on Monday afternoon the 17th of August and I want to call
and let you know that I would much support the pit
dissassembly work that is being considered for Pantex.  This
is a needed program at Pantex and for the area.   I know that
we have been a great support in the past for Pantex out of
Amarillo and we certainly would continue to be so.  But we
need that here in Amarillo for the jobs it would bring to
Amarillo and also the work force could certainly utilize the
extra income that would come out of that.   But we would
certainly support the pit dissassembly work being considered.
I wish you’d please bring it to Amarillo.  Thank you very much.

1

PD027–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program
at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses, technical and cost reports,
national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input.  DOE
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplus
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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PD029

BUCKENAL , PATTY
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

This is Patty Buckenal and I live in Amarillo, TX and I would
like to state for the record that I support the pit
dissassembly work going to the Pantex Plant here in
Amarillo.  Thank you.

PD029–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program
at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses, technical and cost reports,
national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input.  DOE
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplus
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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FD149

C&B PRINTING
DENNIS CLOUNCH
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

FD149–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program
at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses, technical and cost reports,
national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input.  DOE
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplus
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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TXD22

CAMPBELL , CHARLES A.
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

TXD22–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex, which does not entail the relocation of any
existing Pantex facilities.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition
program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses, technical and
cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and
public input.



S
u

rp
lu

s P
lu

to
n

iu
m

 D
isp

o
sitio

n
 F

in
a

l E
nviro

n
m

e
n

ta
l Im

p
a

ct S
ta

te
m

e
n

t

3
–

7
6

2

TXD23

CAMPBELL , HELEN
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

TXD23–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses,
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.
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TXD07

CARPENTERS UNION LOCAL  665
JAMES N. BROOKES
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

TXD07–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program
at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses, technical and cost reports,
national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input.  DOE
will announce its decisions regarding the facility siting and approach to
surplus plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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FD109

CATTLE  COMPANY
JAY O’BRIEN
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

FD109–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to siting the proposed
surplus plutonium disposition facilities at Pantex.  The accidents analyzed
for the proposed facilities are presented in detail in Appendix K, and the
consequences are summarized by alternative in Chapter 4 of Volume I.  It is
impossible for DOE to predict how one of these accidents would be
perceived by potential consumers of agricultural products from the Pantex.
In the event of a severe accident, DOE would promptly take steps to interdict
and contain any offsite contamination.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses
(including analyses of facility accidents and the relative size of the site),
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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WD010

CHAVEZ , ROBERT
PAGE 1 OF 1

I have worked at the plant for six years.  I worked in the
construction industry before that.  I can honestly say this is
the safest place I have ever worked at.

1

WD010–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support.  Decisions on the surplus
plutonium disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental
analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.
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TXD44

CLEMENS, CARLTON
PAGE 1 OF 2

1

TXD44–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex.  DOE agrees that the surplus plutonium pits should be
disassembled and converted in a timely manner.  SRS employees and
employees at all of the candidate sites are considered qualified to support
the surplus plutonium disposition program.  It is understood that at any of
the sites there will have to be a training period since these facilities would
require new processes and skills.  DOE plans to move ahead with the program
as quickly as possible, given the constraints of the U.S. agreements
with Russia.

Although cost will be a factor in the decisionmaking process, this SPD EIS
contains environmental impact data and does not address the costs associated
with the various alternatives.  A separate cost report, Cost Analysis in
Support of Site Selection for Surplus Weapons-Usable Plutonium
Disposition (DOE/MD-0009, July 1998), which analyzes the site-specific
cost estimates for each alternative, was made available around the same
time as the SPD Draft EIS.  This report and the Plutonium Disposition
Life-Cycle Costs and Cost-Related Comment Resolution Document
(DOE/MD-0013, November 1999), which covers recent life-cycle cost analyses
associated with the preferred alternative, are available on the MD Web site
at http://www.doe-md.com and in the public reading rooms at the following
locations: Hanford, INEEL, Pantex, SRS and Washington, D.C.  Decisions
on future missions related to the surplus plutonium disposition program at
Pantex will be based on environmental analyses (including analyses of
transportation risks), technical and cost reports, national policy and
nonproliferation considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its
decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium
disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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TXD44

CLEMENS, CARLTON
PAGE 2 OF 2

1
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WD014

CONKLIN
PAGE 1 OF 1

We  have had a safe and long history of handling plutonium.
People in Amarillo back up the DOE and this will bring jobs
to Amarillo.  We need Pantex here and I totally support this.

1

WD014–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses,
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.
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MD191

DANIEL , LOUISE
PAGE 1 OF 2

1

2

3

4

5

MD191–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex.  As indicated in the revised Section 1.6, SRS is preferred
for the proposed facilities because the site has extensive experience with
plutonium processing, and these facilities complement existing missions
and take advantage of existing infrastructure.

MD191–2 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the proposed surplus
plutonium disposition facilities at SRS.  As indicated in the revised
Section 1.6, SRS is preferred for the proposed facilities because the site
has extensive experience with plutonium processing, and these facilities
complement existing missions and take advantage of existing infrastructure.
Although Pantex may not currently have the extensive plutonium processing
infrastructure already present at SRS, analyses in Chapter 4 of Volume I
indicate that impacts of construction and normal operation of the proposed
facilities on infrastructure, health, safety, and the environment at Pantex
would likely be minor.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition
program at Pantex and SRS will be based on environmental analyses
(including analyses of transportation risks), technical and cost reports,
national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input.  DOE
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplus
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.

MD191–3 Other

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support of the SRS workforce.
Experienced employees would be trained in the specific activities involved
with the surplus plutonium disposition program regardless of where the
facilities are located.

MD191–4 Transportation

This SPD EIS analyzes shipping surplus plutonium both in the form of pits
(Alternative 3) and plutonium dioxide (Alternative 5) from Pantex to SRS.
The transportation risks and costs would be slightly higher for Alternative 3
because the required number of SST/SGT shipments are higher for pits
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DANIEL , LOUISE
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than plutonium dioxide.  The radiological risk for both alternatives is about
the same.

MD191–5 Water Resources

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to siting the proposed
surplus plutonium disposition facilities at Pantex.  The analyses presented
in Section 4.26.3.2.2 indicate that there would be no discernible impacts
on the quality of water in the Ogallala aquifer from normal operation of
these facilities.  Other sections show, moreover, that the normal operation
of these facilities would likely have minor impacts on human health,
agriculture, and livestock: Sections 4.17.1.4 and 4.17.2.4 address the
potential radiological and hazardous chemical effects of the
maximum-impact alternative on workers and the public at Pantex;
Appendix J.3, the potential contamination of agricultural products and
livestock, and consumption of these products by persons living within an
80-km (50-mi) radius of Pantex.
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TXD16–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentors’ support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program
at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses, technical and cost reports,
national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input.  DOE
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplus
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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TXD18–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex.  Transportation impacts are summarized in Chapter 4 of
Volume I and Appendix L.  As indicated in Section 2.18, no traffic fatalities
from nonradiological accidents or LCFs from radiological exposures or
vehicle emissions are expected under any of the proposed alternatives.
Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program at Pantex will be
based on environmental analyses (including analyses of transportation risks),
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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1

TXD17–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex.  Analyses in Chapter 4 of Volume I indicate that impacts
of operating the pit conversion facility on health, safety, and the environment
at Pantex would likely be minor.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium
dispositions program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses,
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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TXD10–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program
at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses, technical and cost reports,
national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input.  DOE
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplus
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.

TXD10–2 DOE Policy

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s concern regarding the reduction of
Russia’s plutonium inventory.  The United States and Russia recently made
progress in the management and disposition of plutonium.  In late July 1998,
Vice President Gore and Russian Prime Minister Sergei Kiriyenko signed
a 5-year agreement to provide the scientific and technical basis for decisions
concerning how surplus plutonium will be managed.  This agreement enables
the two countries to explore mutually acceptable strategies for safeguarding
and dispositioning surplus plutonium.  During the first week of
September 1998, Presidents Clinton and Yeltsin held a Moscow summit
and signed a statement of principles with the intention of removing
approximately 50 t (55 tons) of plutonium from each country’s stockpile.

Understanding the economic dilemma in Russia, the U.S. Congress has
appropriated funding for a series of small-scale tests and demonstrations
of plutonium disposition technologies jointly conducted by the
United States and Russia.  For fiscal year 1999 (starting October 1998),
Congress further appropriated funding to assist Russia in design and
construction of a plutonium conversion facility and a MOX fuel fabrication
facility.  This funding would not be expended until the presidents of both
countries signed a new agreement.
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1

MD019–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex.  DOE believes that all the candidate sites are suitable
from an operational, community support, and safety standpoint.

Although cost will be a factor in the decisionmaking process, this SPD EIS
contains environmental impact data and does not address the costs associated
with the various alternatives.  A separate cost report, Cost Analysis in
Support of Site Selection for Surplus Weapons-Usable Plutonium
Disposition (DOE/MD-0009, July 1998), which analyzes the site-specific
cost estimates for each alternative, was made available around the same
time as the SPD Draft EIS.  This report and the Plutonium Disposition
Life-Cycle Costs and Cost-Related Comment Resolution Document
(DOE/MD-0013, November 1999), which covers recent life-cycle cost analyses
associated with the preferred alternative, are available on the MD Web site
at http://www.doe-md.com and in the public reading rooms at the following
locations: Hanford, INEEL, Pantex, SRS and Washington, D.C.

Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program at Pantex will be
based on environmental analyses (including analyses of transportation risks),
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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TXD05–1 Transportation

The transportation requirements for the surplus plutonium disposition
program are evaluated in this SPD EIS.  The analysis showed that the accident
risk would be slightly higher for plutonium dioxide than pits because the
dioxide is in a powder form and therefore subject to more dispersal in an
accident.  However, this single fact cannot be used as the deciding factor in
making a decision on the location of facilities.  The number of SST/SGT
trips required to transport these two forms and the mileage between facilities
are also considered in the overall transportation risk analysis of each
alternative.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program will
be based on environmental analyses (including analyses of transportation
risks), technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.
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1

TXD34–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex.  Although cost will be a factor in the
decisionmaking process, this SPD EIS contains environmental impact data
and does not address the costs associated with the various alternatives.  A
separate cost report, Cost Analysis in Support of Site Selection for Surplus
Weapons-Usable Plutonium Disposition (DOE/MD-0009, July 1998),
which analyzes the site-specific cost estimates for each alternative, was
made available around the same time as the SPD Draft EIS.  This report and
the Plutonium Disposition Life-Cycle Costs and Cost-Related Comment
Resolution Document (DOE/MD-0013, November 1999), which covers
recent life-cycle cost analyses associated with the preferred alternative,
are available on the MD Web site at http://www.doe-md.com and in the
public reading rooms at the following locations: Hanford, INEEL, Pantex,
SRS and Washington, D.C.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition
program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses, technical and
cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and
public input.
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1

TXD39–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for the hybrid approach to
surplus plutonium disposition and for siting the pit conversion facility at
Pantex.  Analyses in Chapter 4 of Volume I indicate that impacts of operating
the pit conversion facility on health, safety, and the environment at Pantex
would likely be minor.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program
at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses, technical and cost reports,
national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input.  DOE
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplus
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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